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SCHEMA SIGNING

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application claims priority to and is a continuation of
co-pending U.S. patent application Ser. No. 11/519,274
entitled “Schema Signing” and filed Sep. 12, 2006, which is
incorporated herein by reference.

BACKGROUND

At first, database systems were used almost exclusively for
large volume data storage. Today, modern database systems
help to create an environment of both rich programming
capabilities and data storage functionality, including struc-
tured data storage functionality. Currently, a growing number
of software applications use the structured data storage func-
tionality of database systems. Thus, modern database systems
have become a very attractive platform for application devel-
opment. However, the use of modern database systems for
application development also presents some problems.

One problem presented by the use of database systems for
application development is the use of the database systems by
illegitimate or unauthorized applications. For example, an
application may use a database engine to store and manipu-
late data, such as documents or other data. In some cases, the
database engine may not have all the capabilities of some
database systems, but may be suitable as a substitute for many
database systems. When the application is installed, the data-
base engine is typically installed with the application. How-
ever, once installed, the database engine may be used by other
applications for which a database usage license was not
obtained. Although the application developer may have
obtained a database usage license for the application, the
other applications may eftectively be able to use a database
system at no cost. As a result, database vendors may lose
revenue when unlicensed applications are permitted to use
such database systems.

Another problem presented by the use of database systems
is virus propagation or other problems that may be caused by
malicious content in database systems. Database systems
may be distributed to a large number of client installations
and typically have no clear delineation between code and data
stored in the database systems. For this reason, it is very
difficult to implement a traditional virus scanner to search a
database for malicious content or code.

SUMMARY

This Summary is provided to introduce a selection of con-
cepts in a simplified form that is further described below in
the Detailed Description. This Summary is not intended to
identify key features or essential features of the claimed sub-
ject matter, nor is it intended to be used to limit the scope of
the claimed subject matter.

Embodiments discussed below relate to prevention of
unauthorized or illegitimate use of database systems and pro-
tection of applications that use databases that may include
viruses or other malicious content.

In one embodiment, an object in a database schema may be
verified as having a valid digital signature associated with a
trusted entity. An application may be permitted to access the
object of the database schema only when the object of the
database schema is verified as having a valid digital signature
associated with the trusted entity. In some implementations of
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the embodiment, the trusted entity may be a schema pub-
lisher, such as an application, or may be a system administra-
tor.

In another embodiment, an object in a database schema
may be verified as having a digital signature associated with
at least one trusted entity. An application may be permitted to
access the object in the database schema only when the digital
signature for the object is verified to be associated with the at
least one trusted entity. In some implementations of the
embodiment, the at least one trusted entity may be a database
publisher.

DRAWINGS

In order to describe the manner in which the above-recited
and other advantages and features can be obtained, a more
particular description is described below and will be rendered
by reference to specific embodiments thereof which are illus-
trated in the appended drawings. Understanding that these
drawings depict only typical embodiments and are not there-
fore to be considered to be limiting of its scope, implemen-
tations will be described and explained with additional speci-
ficity and detail through the use of the accompanying
drawings.

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of a processing device that may
implement embodiments consistent with the subject matter of
this disclosure.

FIG. 2A illustrates a functional block diagram of an
embodiment that may be implemented with the processing
device of FIG. 1.

FIG. 2B illustrates an exemplary operating environment
that may be used with the embodiment illustrated by FIG. 2A.

FIGS. 3-7 are flowcharts that illustrate processing in exem-
plary embodiments consistent with the subject matter of this
disclosure.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Embodiments are discussed in detail below. While specific
implementations are discussed, it should be understood that
this is done for illustration purposes only. A person skilled in
the relevant art will recognize that other components and
configurations may be used without parting from the spirit
and scope of the subject matter of this disclosure.

Exemplary Processing Device

FIG. 1 illustrates a functional block diagram of an exem-
plary processing device 100 which may be used to implement
embodiments consistent with the subject matter of this dis-
closure. Processing device 100 may include a bus 110, a
processor 120, a memory 130, a read only memory (ROM)
140, a storage device 150, an input device 160, an output
device 170, and a communication interface 180. Bus 110 may
permit communication among components of processing
device 100. Communication interface 180 may be used in
some embodiments to communicate with other processing
devices via a network. For example, communications inter-
face 180 may be used to communicate with other processing
devices, such as, for example, another processing device 100,
in an embodiment having functions distributed across mul-
tiple processing devices connected via a wired or wireless
network. Further, in some embodiments, communications
interface 180 may be used to communicate via a wired or
wireless network with one or more software applications
executing in one or more physically separate processing
devices.
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Processor 120 may include at least one conventional pro-
cessor or microprocessor that interprets and executes instruc-
tions. Memory 130 may be a random access memory (RAM)
or another type of dynamic storage device that stores infor-
mation and instructions for execution by processor 120.
Memory 130 may also store temporary variables or other
intermediate information used during execution of instruc-
tions by processor 120. ROM 140 may include a conventional
ROM device or another type of static storage device that
stores static information and instructions for processor 120.
Storage device 150 may include any type of media. In one
implementation, storage device 150 may include one or more
databases of a database system.

Input device 160 may include one or more conventional
mechanisms that permit a user to input information to pro-
cessing device 100, such as a keyboard, a mouse, or other
input device. Output device 170 may include one or more
conventional mechanisms that output information to the user,
including a display, a printer, or other output device. Com-
munication interface 180 may include any transceiver-like
mechanism that enables processing device 200 to communi-
cate with other devices or networks.

Processing device 100 may perform such functions in
response to processor 120 executing sequences of instruc-
tions contained in a computer-readable medium, such as, for
example, memory 130, a magnetic disk, an optical disk, or
other medium. Such instructions may be read into memory
130 from another computer-readable medium, such as stor-
age device 150, or from a separate device via communication
interface 180.

FIG. 2A is a functional block diagram of an embodiment
200, consistent with the subject matter of this disclosure,
which may be implemented on processing device 100 or on
multiple processing devices 100 communicating with one
another via a network. Embodiment 200 may include an
application 202, a database engine 204, a container 206 hav-
ing a digital certificate 208, and a database 210.

Application 202 may be a software application that
accesses database 210 via database engine 204. Application
202 may execute on the same processing device as database
engine 204 and database 210, or may be in a physically
separate processing device which may communicate to the
processing device including database engine 204 and data-
base 210 via a network.

Database engine 204 may be a relational database engine,
such as, for example, a SQL database engine, or may be
another type of database engine. Database 210 may include
an exemplary schema 212. Exemplary schema 212 may
include a table object 214 and a procedure object 218. How-
ever, in other implementations, schema 218 may include
other types of objects, such as, for example, a data object, a
function object, a trigger object, a view object, or a binary
code object, as well as different or other types of objects. Each
of'the objects in schema 212 may include a digital signature.
For example, table object 214 may include digital signature
216 and procedure object 218 may include digital signature
220.

Container 206 may include one or more public keys of one
or more trusted entities. As will be described in more detail
below, database engine 204 may only permit access to an
object of a schema having a digital signature signed by a
private key corresponding to a public key of a trusted entity. In
some embodiments, database engine 204 may not permit
access to any objects in a schema when an object in the
schema does not have a digital signature signed by a private
key corresponding to a public key of a trusted entity. In some
embodiments, container 206 may be included in application
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202. Container 206 may be a well-protected container. A
well-protected container may be a container whose contents
are protected from alteration, except possibly by certain
users, or a container having a digital certificate signed by a
trusted authority, such as, for example, an Authenticode®
certificate (Authenticode is a registered trademark of
Microsoft Corporation of Redmond, Wash.). In an embodi-
ment that includes a container having a digital certificate
signed by a trusted authority, a public key of the trusted
authority may be persisted in an operating system of a pro-
cessing device, such as processing device 100, which may
execute an implementation of database engine 204.

Insome embodiments, container 206 may be included in an
attesting dynamic link library (DLL). A DLL is a file which
may contain executable code and data bound to a program at
load time or run time. An attesting DL may be a DLL that
includes a well-protected container, such as, for example, a
container including one or more public keys of one or more
trusted entities and may also have a digital certificate of a
trusted authority, such as, for example, an Authenticode®
certificate or other digital certificate.

In other embodiments, container 206 may be a well-pro-
tected container included in a database or an operating sys-
tem. The well-protected container included in the database or
the operating system may include a digital certificate of a
trusted authority. In yet other embodiments, container 206
may be an eXtensible Markup Language (XML) file, which
may include a digital certificate of a trusted authority.

Although exemplary embodiment 200 shows only one
application, other embodiments may include multiple appli-
cations which may communicate with database engine 204
and database 210. Further, database 210 may include multiple
schemas with a number of different types of objects.

Exemplary Operating Environment

FIG. 2B illustrates an exemplary operating environment
250 consistent with the subject matter of this disclosure,
which may be used to implement embodiment 200 of FIG.
2A. Exemplary operating environment 250 may include pro-
cessing device 252, processing device 254, and network 256.

Processing device 252 may be a server or other processing
device. In some embodiments, processing device 252 may be
implemented by processing device 100 of FIG. 1. Processing
device 252 may execute database engine 204 and may include
database 210.

Processing device 254 may be a personal computer (PC) or
other processing device which communicates with process-
ing device 252 through network 256. In some embodiments,
processing device 254 may be implemented by processing
device 100 of FIG. 1. Processing device 254 may execute
application 202, which is arranged to access database 210 via
database engine 204.

Network 256 may be a wired or wireless network and may
include a number of devices connected via wired or wireless
means. Network 256 may include only one network or a
number of different networks, some of which may be net-
works of different types.

Exemplary Embodiments Including Protection
Against Viruses or Malicious Content

With reference to FIGS. 2A and 2B, operation of an exem-
plary embodiment, which provides protection from malicious
database content or viruses will now be described. In this
embodiment, application 202 may include container 206.
Container 206 may or may not be a well-protected container
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and, in some implementations, may be included in an appli-
cation header or other portion of application 202.

In preparation for accessing database 210, application 202
may provide a content of container 206, including one or
more public keys of one or more trusted entities, to database
engine 204. In this embodiment, a system administrator or a
schema publisher, such as, for example, application 202, or
both, may be considered to be a trusted entity. In such an
embodiment, container 206 may include one or more public
keys associated with application 202 or the system adminis-
trator. For the sake of discussion of operation of this exem-
plary embodiment, we assume that, at least, application 202 is
considered to be a trusted entity. Application 202 may indi-
cate to database engine 204 a desire to access one or more
objects of schema 212 of database 210.

Each object in schema 212 may have a corresponding
digital signature. A schema publisher may digitally sign each
of'the objects of schema 212 when creating or modifying any
of the objects of schema 212. Each object may be signed by
calculating a hash of a respective object and then applying a
private key of the schema publisher to the hash, thereby
creating a digital signature. A public key of the schema pub-
lisher may be used at a later time to recreate the hash from the
digital signature. After an object is digitally signed by the
schema publisher, database engine 204 may save a copy of the
digital signature of each object for digital signature verifica-
tion of the object at a later time. In some implementations, the
digital signature may be persisted ina system table as a part of
database object definition.

The hash of an object in schema 212 may be calculated
based upon a type of object. For example, in one implemen-
tation, the hash value may be computed based on the follow-
ing:

Schema name including the object to be digitally signed

Object name

For a table

For each column in the table in alphabetical order by
name
column name
column type
column size
For an object that is an executable module, such as, for
example, a procedure object, a function object, or a
trigger object
textual representation of code for the object
For a view object, which includes a procedure for present-
ing a particular view of data
textual representation of code for the object
For a binary code object
binary representation of the code for the object

When application 202 attempts to attach database 210 and
schema 212, database engine 204 may verify that the objects
of schema 212 have valid digital signatures by computing a
first hash for each of the objects of schema 212, applying a
public key associated with each previously saved copy of the
digital signature for each object to create a second hash for
each ofthe objects, and compare each of the first hashes with
each corresponding one of the second hashes. When the cor-
responding first and second hashes are equal, the digital sig-
nature for the corresponding object may be verified as a valid
digital signature. When an object in a schema has been mali-
ciously tampered with, the digital signature for the object will
not be equal to the previously saved digital signature for the
object.

Database engine 204 may verify that each of the digital
signatures of the objects of schema 212 is signed by a public
key associated with one of the one or more public keys of the
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one or more trusted entities. Database engine 204 may deter-
mine whether the digital signature of each of the objects in
schema 212 is associated with a trusted entity by comparing
a public key associated with the digital signature of each of
the objects with the one or more public keys provided by
container 206.

In some implementations, database engine 204 may permit
application 200 to access only objects in schema 212 that
have a valid digital signature with an associated public key
that matches the one or more public keys of the one or more
trusted entities. Thus, in this implementation, access may be
denied to objects that have either an invalid digital signature
or a digital signature not associated with any of the one or
more public keys of the one or more trusted entities.

In some implementations, database engine 204 may verify
the validity of the digital signatures of the objects in the
schema and may verify that the digital signatures of the
objects in the schema are associated with one or more public
keys of one or more trusted entities during or after application
202 attaches database 210 and schema 212.

In yet other implementations, database engine 204 may
verify the validity of the digital signatures of the objects in the
schema and may verify that the digital signatures of the
objects in the schema are associated with one or more public
keys of one or more trusted entities before application 202
attaches database 210 and schema 212. In such an implemen-
tation, database engine 204 may fail startup of database 210
or may not permit application 202 to attach database 210 and
schema 212. In such an implementation, application 202 may
provide the one or more public keys included in container 206
to database engine 204 before attempting to attach database
204 and schema 210.

FIG. 3 is a flowchart that illustrates processing in an exem-
plary embodiment consistent with the subject matter of this
disclosure. As mentioned previously, with respect to FIG. 2B,
application 202 may be included in processing device 254
which may communicate with processing device 252 via
network 256. Processing device 252 may include database
engine 204 and database 210. Alternatively, application 202,
database engine 204, and database 210 may be included in
one processing device. The process may begin with database
engine 204 attaching database 210 and schema 212 in
response to a request from application 202 (act 302). Data-
base engine 204 may then obtain one or more public keys of
one or more trusted entities provided by application 202 from
container 206 (act 304). Database engine 204 may then verify
a digital signature of each object of database schema 212 as
being associated with the one or more public keys of the one
or more trusted entities (act 306). Next, database engine 204
may verify that the digital signature of each of the objects of
schema 212 is valid. (act 308).

FIG. 4 is a flowchart that illustrates processing that may
occur during act 308 when verifying that a digital signature
for an objectis valid. First, database engine 204 may calculate
a first hash of an object in schema 212 (FIG. 4: act 402). The
first hash may be calculated using a name of a schema includ-
ing the object, a name of the object, and other information
depending on a type of the object, as previously described. A
public key associated with a corresponding previously com-
puted and saved digital signature for the object may be
applied to the previously computed and saved digital signa-
ture to obtain a second hash (act 404). Database engine 204
may compare the first hash and the second hash (act 406). If
the first hash and the second hash are equal, then the digital
signature for the object may be verified as valid (act 408).
Otherwise, the digital signature for the object may be verified
as invalid (act 408).
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Returning to FIG. 3, for each of the objects in schema 212,
database engine 204 may determine whether the verifications
of acts 306 and 308 verify the respective object as having a
valid digital signature signed by a private key associated with
apublic key of one of the one or more trusted entities (FIG. 3:
act 310). If the respective object is verified as having a valid
digital signature signed by a private key associated with a
public key of one of the one or more trusted entities, then
database engine 204 may permit application 202 to access to
the object (act 312). Otherwise, database engine 204 may
deny application 202 access to the object (act 314).

In the implementation of FIG. 3, database engine 204 may
permit application 202 to access ones of the objects of schema
212 that have a valid digital signature associated with a pubic
key of at least one of the trusted entities, while denying
application 202 access to ones of the objects of schema 212
that either have an invalid digital signature or have a digital
signature that is not associated with a public key of one of the
one or more trusted entities. Thus, if an object in schema 212
is tampered with, the corresponding digital signature will not
be verified as valid. If the object is digitally signed after
tampering and the new digital signature is saved for later
verification of validity, the digital signature may be verified as
valid, but the digital signature may not be verified as being
associated with a public key of one of the one or more trusted
entities, thus preventing application 202 from accessing the
corrupted object.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart that illustrates exemplary processing
in another embodiment consistent with the subject matter of
this disclosure. The process may begin with database engine
204 receiving a request from application 202 to attach data-
base 210 and schema 212 (act 502). Database engine 204 may
then obtain one or more public keys of one or more trusted
entities provided by application 202 from container 206 (act
504). Application 202 may provide the one or more public
keys ofthe one or more trusted entities to database engine 204
before application 202 requests to be attached to database 210
and schema 212. Database engine 204 may then verify a
digital signature of each object of database schema 212 as
being associated with the one or more public keys of the one
or more trusted entities (act 506). Next, database engine 204
may verify that the digital signature of each of the objects of
schema 212 are valid. (act 508). Act 508 may be performed
according to acts 402-408 of FIG. 4 or via another method.
Database engine 204 may then determine whether the digital
signatures of the objects of schema 212 are all valid and are all
associated with one or more public keys of one or more of the
trusted entities (act 510). If the digital signatures of the
objects of schema 212 are all valid and are all associated with
one or more public keys of one or more of the trusted entities,
then database engine 204 may successfully complete attach-
ing database 210 and schema 212. (act 512). Otherwise, data-
base engine 204 may fail the attach operation of database 210
and may fail a startup of database 210 (act 514).

The exemplary implementations of FIGS. 3 and 5 help
protect applications against viruses and malicious database
content by not permitting access to objects of a database that
do not have a valid digital signature associated with a public
key of one or more trusted entities. Thus, if a party with
malicious intent managed to break into a database system,
modify one or more objects of a schema, and digitally sign the
one or more objects with a valid digital signature, the digital
signature would not be associated with a public key of one or
more trusted entities. Therefore, the tampered-with objects of
the schema would not be accessible. Embodiments consistent
with the subject matter of this disclosure may operate in an
application or user-independent manner. That is, access to
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objects of a schema may be permitted or denied based on the
digital signatures of the objects and not based on the applica-
tion or user attempting to access the objects.

Exemplary Embodiments for Protecting Against
Unauthorized Use of a Database

With reference to FIGS. 2A and 2B, operation of an exem-
plary embodiment, which protects against unauthorized use
of a database will now be described. As mentioned previ-
ously, with respect to FIG. 2B, application 202 may be
included in processing device 254 which may communicate
with processing device 252 via network 256. Processing
device 252 may include database engine 204 and database
210. Alternatively, application 202, database engine 204, and
database 210 may be included in one processing device. In
this embodiment, container 206 may be included in an attest-
ing DLL, which may have a digital certificate of a trusted
authority, container 206 may be included in an XML file,
which may have a digital certificate of a trusted authority, or
container 206 may be a well-protected container in an oper-
ating system of a processing device, such as, for example,
processing device 100. Container 206 may include one or
more public keys associated with one or more trusted entities,
which in embodiments for protecting against unauthorized
use of a database may be a database publisher. In some imple-
mentations, the database publisher may be the only trusted
entity.

As described previously with respect to the embodiments
for protecting against viruses or malicious content, each
object in schema 212 may have a corresponding digital sig-
nature. A trusted entity, such as the database publisher, may
digitally sign each of the objects of schema 212 when creating
or modifying any of the objects of the schema. Each object
may be signed by calculating a hash of a respective object and
then applying a private key of the trusted entity to the hash,
thereby creating a digital signature. The hash of an object of
schema 212 may be calculated in a same manner as described
with respect to the embodiments for protecting against
viruses or malicious content.

Database engine 204 may verify that each of the digital
signatures of the objects of schema 212 are signed by a public
key associated with one of the one or more public keys of the
one or more trusted entities. Database engine 204 may deter-
mine whether the digital signature of each of the objects in
schema 212 is associated with a trusted entity by comparing
a public key associated with the digital signature of each of
the objects with the one or more public keys provided by
container 206.

In some implementations, database engine 204 may permit
access only to objects in schema 212 that have a digital
signature associated with a public key that matches one of the
one or more public keys of the one or more trusted entities.
Thus, in this implementation, access may be denied to objects
that have a digital signature not associated with any of the one
or more public keys of the one or more trusted entities.

In other implementations, database engine 204 may deny
access to the objects in schema 212 if any of the objects have
a digital signature not associated with a public key of one of
the one or more trusted entities.

FIG. 6 is a flowchart that illustrates processing in an exem-
plary embodiment consistent with the subject matter of this
disclosure. Sometime after database 210 and schema 212
have been attached to application 202, database engine 204
may receive a request for access to one or more objects in
schema 212 from, for example, application 202 (act 602).
Database engine 204 may obtain one or more public keys of
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at least one trusted entity from contain 206, which may be a
well-protected container, as described previously (act 604).
In this implementation, container 206 may include one or
more public keys of one or more trusted entities, such as, for
example, database publishers. Database engine 204 may then
verify that the digital signature of the requested one or more
objects in schema 212 have a digital signature associated with
one or more public keys of one or more trusted entities (act
606). Database engine 204 may then determine, for each
requested object, whether the verification of each respective
digital signature of the one or more objects was successful
(act 608). If so, then database engine 204 may permit appli-
cation 202 to access the object (act 610). Otherwise, database
engine 204 may deny application 202 access to the object (act
612).

FIG. 7 is a flowchart that illustrates processing in another
implementation consistent with the subject matter of this
disclosure. The flowchart of FIG. 7 illustrates processing that
may occur during an attempt to attach database 210 and
schema 212 to an application such as, for example, applica-
tion 202. First, database engine 204 may obtain one or more
public keys of one or more trusted entities from container 206,
which may be a well-protected container, such as, for
example, a tamper proof container, a container with a digital
certificate of a trusted authority, an attesting DLL, an XML
file with a digital certificate of a trusted authority, or a well-
protected container in a database or operating system (act
702). Database engine 204 may then verify whether each
digital signature of each object of schema 212 of database 210
is associated with a public key of the one or more trusted
entities (act 704). In this implementation a trusted entity may
be, for example, a database publisher. If all objects of schema
212 are verified as having digital signatures associated with a
public key of one or more trusted entities (act 706), then
database engine 204 may attach database 210 and schema 212
to application 202 (act 708). Otherwise, database engine 204
may fail the attach operation and may fail a startup of data-
base 210 (act 710).

The exemplary embodiments of FIGS. 6 and 7 prevent use
of'objects of schemas not having a digital signature associated
with a trusted entity, such as, for example, a database pub-
lisher. Thus, for example, in such embodiments, database
engine 204 may not permit schemas with objects not digitally
signed by a trusted entity, such as, for example, a database
publisher, to be accessible. In this way, applications not
authorized or licensed for use with a database may be pre-
vented from accessing objects in a database.

Embodiments consistent with the subject matter of this
disclosure may operate in an application or user-independent
manner. That is, access to objects of a schema may be per-
mitted or denied based on the digital signatures of the objects
and not based on the application or user attempting to access
the objects.

CONCLUSION

Although the subject matter has been described in lan-
guage specific to structural features and/or methodological
acts, it is to be understood that the subject matter in the
appended claims is not necessarily limited to the specific
features or acts described above. Rather, the specific features
and acts described above are disclosed as example forms for
implementing the claims.

Although the above description may contain specific
details, they should not be construed as limiting the claims in
any way. Other configurations of the described embodiments
are part of the scope of this disclosure. Further, implementa-
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tions consistent with the subject matter of this disclosure may
have more or fewer acts than as described, or may implement
acts in a different order than as shown. For example, the
flowcharts of FIGS. 3 and 5 show a verification that a digital
signature of an object in a schema is associated with a public
key of at least one trusted entity being performed before a
verification that the digital signature of the object is a valid
digital signature. Other implementations may have an order
of the verifications reversed. Accordingly, the appended
claims and their legal equivalents should only define the
invention, rather than any specific examples given.
What is claimed is:
1. A method for verifying trust of at least one object defined
in a database schema of a database before permitting access to
the at least one object, the method comprising:
verifying whether or not a digital signature associated with
the at least one object defined in the database schema is
valid using a hash of the at least one object defined in the
database schema calculated based upon a type of the at
least one object defined in the database schema;

determining that the at least one object defined in the data-
base schema has been tampered with if the digital sig-
nature of the at least one object defined in the database
schema is determined to not be valid; and

to protect a software application that uses the database

from malicious content, denying access to the at least
one object defined in the database schema based on a
result of determination that the at least one object
defined in the database schema has been tampered with.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein:

the digital signature is created using a private key associ-

ated with a public key, and

the verifying whether or not a digital signature associated

with the at least one object is valid further comprises:
calculating a first object hash of the at least one object,
applying a public key to a previously computed digital
signature for the at least one object to obtain a second
object hash, and

comparing the first object hash with the second object hash,

the validity of the digital signature of the at least one
object being verified when the comparing determines
that the first object hash and the second object hash are
equal.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein:

the verifying whether or not a digital signature associated

with the at least one object is valid further comprises
verifying the validity of a digital signature of each object
of the at least one object, and

permitting access only to each object of the at least one

object having a verified valid digital signature.
4. The method of claim 1, further comprising:
verifying that a digital signature for the at least one object
is associated with a trusted entity comprising:

comparing a public key associated with the digital signa-
ture for the at least one object with a provided public key
of the trusted entity, the public key associated with the
digital signature of the at least one object being verified
as associated with the trusted entity when the comparing
indicates that the public key associated with the digital
signature for the at least one object is equal to the pro-
vided public key of the trusted entity.

5. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

verifying that a digital signature for the at least one object

is associated with a trusted entity comprising:
comparing a public key associated with the digital signa-

ture for the at least one object with a public key of the

trusted entity provided in a database or a well-protected
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container of an operating system, the public key associ-
ated with the digital signature for the at least one object
being verified as associated with the trusted entity when
the comparing indicates that the public key associated
with the digital signature for the at least one object is
equal to the public key of the trusted entity.
6. The method of claim 1, further comprising:
verifying that a digital signature for the at least one object
is associated with a trusted entity comprising:

comparing a public key associated with the digital signa-
ture for the at least one object with a public key of the
trusted entity provided by an application preparing to
use the database, the public key associated with the
digital signature for the at least one object being verified
as associated with the trusted entity when the comparing
indicates that the public key associated with the digital
signature for the at least one object is equal to the pro-
vided public key of the trusted entity.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein:

each of the at least one object is one of a data object, a table

object, a procedure object, a function object, a trigger

object, a view object, or a binary code object, and

verifying whether or not a digital signature associated with

the at least one object is valid further comprises:

calculating a first object hash for the at least one object,

applying a public key of a previously computed digital
signature for the at least one object to the previously
computed digital signature for the at least one object
to obtain a second object hash, and

comparing the first object hash with the second object
hash, the validity of the digital signature of the at least
one object being verified when the comparing deter-
mines that the first object hash and the second object
hash are equal.

8. A machine-readable medium having instructions stored
thereon for at least one processor, the machine-readable
medium comprising:

instructions for verifying whether or not a digital signature

associated with the at least one object defined in a data-
base schema of a database is valid;

instructions for determining that the at least one object

defined in the database schema has been tampered with
if the digital signature of the at least one object is deter-
mined to not be valid using a hash of the at least one
object defined in the database schema calculated based
upon a type of the at least one object defined in the
database schema; and

instructions for, to protect a software application that uses

the database from malicious content, denying access to
the at least one object based on a result of determination
that the at least one object defined in the database
schema has been tampered with, wherein the machine-
readable medium is an item from a group of items con-
sisting of a memory, a magnetic disk and an optical disk.

9. The machine-readable medium of claim 8, wherein:

the digital signature is created using a private key associ-

ated with a public key, and

the instructions for verifying whether or not a digital sig-

nature associated with the at least one object is valid
further comprise:

instructions for calculating a first object hash of the at least

one object,

instructions for applying a public key to a previously com-

puted digital signature for the at least one object to
obtain a second object hash, and

instructions for comparing the first object hash with the

second object hash, the validity of the digital signature
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of the at least one object being verified when the com-
paring determines that the first object hash and the sec-
ond object hash are equal.

10. The machine-readable medium of claim 8, wherein:

the instructions for verifying whether or not a digital sig-
nature associated with the at least one object is valid
further comprise instructions for veritying the validity of
a digital signature of each object of the at least one
object, and

instructions for permitting access only to each object of the
at least one object having a verified valid digital signa-
ture.

11. The machine-readable medium of claim 8, further com-

prising:

instructions for verifying that a digital signature for the at
least one object is associated with a trusted entity com-
prising:

instructions for comparing a public key associated with the
digital signature for the at least one object with a pro-
vided public key of the trusted entity, the public key
associated with the digital signature of the at least one
object being verified as associated with the trusted entity
when the comparing indicates that the public key asso-
ciated with the digital signature for the at least one object
is equal to the provided public key of the trusted entity.

12. The machine-readable medium of claim 8, further com-

prising:

instructions for verifying that a digital signature for the at
least one object is associated with a trusted entity com-
prising:

instructions for comparing a public key associated with the
digital signature for the at least one object with a public
key of the trusted entity provided in a database or a
well-protected container of an operating system, the
public key associated with the digital signature for the at
least one object being verified as associated with the
trusted entity when the comparing indicates that the
public key associated with the digital signature for the at
least one object is equal to the public key of the trusted
entity.

13. The machine-readable medium of claim 8, further com-

prising:

instructions for verifying that a digital signature for the at
least one object is associated with a trusted entity com-
prising:
instructions for comparing a public key associated with the
digital signature for the at least one object with a public
key of the trusted entity provided by an application pre-
paring to use the database, the public key associated with
the digital signature for the at least one object being
verified as associated with the trusted entity when the
comparing indicates that the public key associated with
the digital signature for the at least one object is equal to
the provided public key of the trusted entity.
14. The machine-readable medium of claim 8, wherein:
each of the at least one object is one of a data object, a table
object, a procedure object, a function object, a trigger
object, a view object, or a binary code object, and
the instructions for verifying whether or not a digital sig-
nature associated with the at least one object is valid
further comprise:
instructions for calculating a first object hash for the at
least one object,
instructions for applying a public key of a previously
computed digital signature for the at least one object
to the previously computed digital signature for the at
least one object to obtain a second object hash, and
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instructions for comparing the first object hash with the
second object hash, the validity of the digital signa-
ture of the at least one object being verified when the
comparing determines that the first object hash and
the second object hash are equal.

15. A computer-implemented system comprising:

a processor coupled to a memory, the memory storing
instructions which when executed cause the processor to
perform the acts of:

verifying whether or not a digital signature associated with
the at least one object defined in the database schema is
valid;

determining that the at least one object defined in the data-
base schema has been tampered with if the digital sig-
nature of the at least one object is determined to not be
valid; and

to protect a software application that uses the database
from malicious content, denying access to the at least
one object based on a result of determination that the at
least one object defined in the database schema has been
tampered with.

16. The computer-implemented system of claim 15,

wherein:

the digital signature is created using a private key associ-
ated with a public key, and

the verifying whether or not a digital signature associated
with the at least one object is valid further comprises:

calculating a first object hash of the at least one object,

applying a public key to a previously computed digital
signature for the at least one object to obtain a second
object hash, and

comparing the first object hash with the second object hash,
the validity of the digital signature of the at least one
object being verified when the comparing determines
that the first object hash and the second object hash are
equal.

17. The computer-implemented system of claim 15,

wherein:

the verifying whether or not a digital signature associated
with the at least one object is valid further comprises
verifying the validity of a digital signature of each object
of'the at least one object, and

permitting access only to each object of the at least one
object having a verified valid digital signature.
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18. The computer-implemented system of claim 15, the
memory further storing instructions which when executed
cause the processor to perform the acts of:
verifying that a digital signature for the at least one object
is associated with a trusted entity comprising:

comparing a public key associated with the digital signa-
ture for the at least one object with a provided public key
of the trusted entity, the public key associated with the
digital signature of the at least one object being verified
as associated with the trusted entity when the comparing
indicates that the public key associated with the digital
signature for the at least one object is equal to the pro-
vided public key of the trusted entity.
19. The computer-implemented system of claim 15, the
memory further storing instructions which when executed
cause the processor to perform the acts of:
verifying that a digital signature for the at least one object
is associated with a trusted entity comprising:

comparing a public key associated with the digital signa-
ture for the at least one object with a public key of the
trusted entity provided in a database or a well-protected
container of an operating system, the public key associ-
ated with the digital signature for the at least one object
being verified as associated with the trusted entity when
the comparing indicates that the public key associated
with the digital signature for the at least one object is
equal to the public key of the trusted entity.
20. The computer-implemented system of claim 15, the
memory further storing instructions which when executed
cause the processor to perform the acts of:
verifying that a digital signature for the at least one object
is associated with a trusted entity comprising:

comparing a public key associated with the digital signa-
ture for the at least one object with a public key of the
trusted entity provided by an application preparing to
use the database, the public key associated with the
digital signature for the at least one object being verified
as associated with the trusted entity when the comparing
indicates that the public key associated with the digital
signature for the at least one object is equal to the pro-
vided public key of the trusted entity.
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